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54TH CoNGRESs,} HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
1st Session.

REPORT
{ N9. 268.

CLAIM OF FOND DU LAC BAND OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS.

FEBRUARY

6, 1896.-Committed to the Committee of the Wl1ole House on the State
of the Union and ordered to be printed.

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following

REPORT:
[To accompany H. R. 2662.]

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2662)
to provide for the a<~iudication of the claim of the Fond du Lac baud
of Chippewa Indians, arising upon the failure of certain treaty stipulations, report the same back with the recommendation that it do pass.
The committee has examined all the documentary evidence obtainable in the case and its deductions therefrom are as follows:
By the fourth article of the treaty between the United States and
the Chippewa Indians made at La Pointe, Wis., September 30, 1854,
there was set apart to the Fond du Lac Indians a reservation by the
metes and bounds hereinafter disclosed.
Summarizing from the statements contained in Senate Ex. Doc. No.
133, Fifty-first Congress, first session, and House Ex. Doc. No. 247, Fiftyfirst Congress, first session, it is clearly established as follows:
(1) That the boundary of the Fond duLac Reserv;:ttion, as originally
fixed by what is known as the Bradshaw survey, purporting to be made
in accordance with the terms of the fotuth article of the treaty with
the Uhippewa Indians of September 30, 1854, set apart approximately
125,29± acres of land. (See Exhibit B appended to Senate Ex. Doc. No.
133, hereto attached.)
(2) That at the time of the Bradshaw survey the Indians claimed that
survey was not made in accordance with their understanding of the
treaty; therefore, so as to include certain lands upon which their
improvements stood, there was added on the south side of the reservation approximately 41,280 acres, and the reservation was diminished
on the west approximately 67,094 acres; the latter survey, known as
the Forbes survey, was the survey adopted, and there were set apart to
the Indians approximately 100,000 acres of land.
(3) It is not shown or claimed that the Indians ever acquiesced in
· the Forbes survey, in so far as it diminished their reservation on the
west; on the co11trary, it is disclosed in the executive documents hereinbefore referred to that the commissioners appointed by the President
under an act entitled, "An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota," approved January 14, 1889
(25 Stats. L., p. 642), positively promised that justice should be speedily
done in the matter of a palpable error in the boundary lines of their reservation at the time the assent and ratification of that act was obtained
by the Fond duLac Indians. (Letter of Secretary Noble to the Presi-
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dent dated January 30, 1890-Ex. Doc. No. 247, Fifty-first Congress,
:first session, p. 5.) The commissioners, in their report, made part of the
executive document last referred to, say (p. 23) as follows:
By the fourth article of treaty at La Pointe, September 30, 1854, it is stipulated
that the Fond tlu Lac Reservation shall embrace the following boundaries:
"Beginning at au island in the St. Louis River above Knife Portage, called by
the Indians Paw paw sco me me tig, running thence west to the bonndary line heTetofore descriiJed, thence north along said boundary line to the mouth of Savannah
River, thence down the St. Louis River to the place of beginning. And if said tract
shall contain less than 100,000 acres, a strip of land shall be added on the south side
thereof large enongh to eqnal such deficiency."
Whoever was Kent to make a survey of this reservation followed the last clause of
the articlA, and by his sur,·ey limited the area to 92,346 acres, the north ellll of his
survey line on the west not reaching within 12 miles of the mouth of the Savannah
River, thus defrauding these Indians of over 100,000 acres, which lands were put
into the market and long ago disposed of by the United States; and for over a quarter of a century this injustice has been permitted to e:s:ist, a festering and deep-seated
cause of complaint against the Government. The Indians at the time of the making
of the treaty had the boundary lines definitely fixed by natural lines to them unmist~tkable.
They knew no more abQut acres than they did of the mariner's compass.
We had no hesitation in pl.'omising that the Government would speedily remedy this
grave error. (See House Ex. Doc. No. 247, :Fifty-first Congress, first session, pp. 23, 24.)

Secretary Noble, in his letter to the President dated January 30,
1890, transmitting the above report of tlle commissioners, says:
'rhis claim for additional land to which the Iudiaus insist they aJ'e eutitled under
the plain and nnmi~:>takahle meaning of the treaty, should have careful consideration,
and be fairly and speedily adjusted. (See House Ex. Due. No. 2-J-i, Fift.y-iirst Congress,
first session, p. 5.)

Senate Executive Document No.133, Fifty-first Congress, :first session,
is appended to and made part of this report. It is as follows:
[Senate Ex. Doc. No.l33, Fifty-first Congress, first session.]

Lette-r fr·ont the Secretary of the Inte1•ior, transmitting, in r·esponse to a resolution af May
14, 1890, infm·m,ation in r·egar·d to the alleged rumfttUillment of the tr·eaty tl'ith the
Cltippelt'a Indians.
DEP AHTMENT OF THE I:NT.EHIOR,

Washington, Nay 27, 1890.
SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the following resolution ()f
the Senate:
"Resolved, That the Secretary of tbe Interior is hereby directed to investigate
and report to the Senate, as soon as practicable, into the alleged facts of the nonfulfillment ofthej'ourth article of the treaty with the Chippewas at La Pointe, Wis.,
September 30, 1854, wherein it was stipulated that the reservatiou for the Fond du
Lac band should embrace the following boundaries: 'Beginning at an island in the
St. Louis River above Knife Portage, called by the Indians Paw paw sco me me tig,
running thence west to the boundary line heretofore described, theuce north along
said boundary line to the mouth of Savannah River~ thence down the St. Louis River
to the place of beginning.' And if said tract s.hall contain less than 100,000 acres, a
strip of land shall be added on the south side thereof large enough to equal such
deficiency; and
''Whereas when the survey was made it was grossly inaccurate, diminishing the
stipulated reservation many thousands of acres; the amount taken from the Indians
was sold by the Government as public lands, thus depriving, as is alleged, the Indians
of a large and valuable part of their reservation." (See Ex;. Doc. 247, page 24, Fiftyfirst Congress, first session! House of Representatives.)
In response thereto I transmit herewith copy of a communication of 24t.h instant
from the Commissioner of Indian .Affairs n,nd accompanying papers, to whom the
matter was referred.
These pn,pers give a full history of the matter, and show that the present area of
the reservation iH more than 100,000 acres.
I have the honor to be, very respectfully,
JOH:N ,V, NOBLE, Sc01·etat·y.
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATI!:.

~'OND

DU LAC BAND OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS.
DEPARTMENT ·OF THE INTERIOR,
OF!<' ICE OF INDIAN A 'F F AIRS,

Washington, .May 24, 1890.
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 16th instant,
transmitting for investigation and report a resolution of the Senate of the United
States of the 14th instant, as follows:
"Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior ill hereby directed to investigate and
report to the Senate, as soon as practicable, into the alleged facts of the nonfulfillment of the fourth article of the treaty with the Chippewas at La Pointe, Wis., September 30, 1854, wherein it was stipulated that the reservation for the Fond du Lac
band should embrace the following boundaries: 'Beginning at an island in the .:5t.
Louis River above Knife Portage, called by the Indians Paw paw sc"O me me tig,
running thence we8t to the boundary line heretofore described, thence north along
said boundary line to the mouth of Savannah River, thence down the St. Louis
River to the place of beginning.' And if said "tract shall contain less than 100,000 •
acres, a strip of land shall be added on the south side thereof large enough to equal
such deficiency; and
"Whereas when the survey was maue it was grossly inaccurate, diminishing the
stipnlated reservation many thousands of acres; the amount taken from the Indians
was sold by the Government as public lands, thus depriving, as is alleged , the Indians
of a large a111l valuable part o.f thdr reservation." (See Ex. Doc. 2Jo7, page 24, .Fiftyfirst Congress, first session.)
In reply I have to state that the records of this office show tbat in a letter to the
Commissioner of tlle Ueneral Lanll Office dated April21, 1856, 111e Commissioner of
Indian Affairs designawd certain special sun·eys of Indian resen·ations, the exteri .. r
boundaries of which it was desired to have snneye<lnuder tlirection of the General
Land Office, among which was "(1) The 100,000-acre tract tesern'ltl for tho use of
the Fond dn La-c band, by the fourth snolliYisiou of the tifth article of the tSald
treaty with the Chippewas of Lake Superior, coucln1led Septeruocr 30, 1854 (10 Stat.,
1109; letter book No. 45, }1.134).''
On November 10, 1~58 1 the Commissioner of the General Land Office trausmitted
to this uffic~ a copy of the plat and field notes of the anrvey mad() ~tgreeably with
the foregoing and in conformity with the treaty aforesaid, t.oget.her with a copy of
a communication from Peter E. Bradshaw, deputy surveyor, who made the survey,
addressed to the surveyor-general of Minnesota, in which he reported that the
boundary of the reservation as surveyed by him did not embrace the principal
settlement, of the Indhtus, which, with their improYellll·nts, was located at Perch
Lake and in its vic1nity, said lake being some :1 or <1 miles south of the southern
boundary 'Of the reservation, as estaLlished hy his surYey.
He further representecl that the Indians were very much dissatisfied with the
locAtion of snid boundary, claiming that the treaty secured to them the lands in the
vicinity of said Perch Lake (see Exhibit A).
Under dat(l of November 16, 1858, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs reported the
matter to the Secretary of the Interior, observing that he was fully satisfied that it
was the understanding of the respective parties who negotiated the treaty that the
S(}Utbern boundary line, as therein described, should have embraced the Indian settlements at Perch Lake. .Furthermore, be recommended, in consideration of the fact
that an error had 'been committed in the description of the Jines, as given in the
treat~', which, if not corrected, would compel the Indians to abandon the only settlement, perhaps, where they could make a living, that the subject be laid before
the President, with a view to such action as might be necessary to withdraw from
preemption ancl sale so much of the public lands in the vicinity of Perch 'Lake as
might he required to protect the interests of the Indians and secure to them their
improved settlements, in orde1· that app1·op1·iate steps might be taken u·ith the approbation
of the P1·esident to settle existing difficulties pertaining to saicl boundary by subsequent
negotiations looking to a change of the lines of the present 1·eserve.
In closing his report the Commissioner stated the estimated area of the reservation
(as suneyed by Deputy Surveyor Bradshaw) to be 125,294 acres, or about 25,000
acres more than was contemplated by the treaty, and suggested that the Government
as well as the Indians would be benefited by extending the southern boundary so as
to include the Indian settlements, anfl by reducing tb1~ aggregMe so that the reservation shonld embrace as nearly as possible 100,000 acres,-to conform to the treaty
stipulations (Exhibit B).
Agrel•ably with the foregoing recommendation, the President, by his order dated
December 21, 1858, withdrew from settlement and sale the following described
lands:
'l'ownsbips 48 north, ranges 17 and 18 west: 49 north, range 16 west-west of St.
Louis River; 49 north, ranges 17, 18, and 19 west of the 4th principal meridian
(Exhibit C).
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Under elate of December 29, 1858, the superintendent of Indian affairs for the
northern superintendency, W. J. Cullen, esq., was furnished with a copy of the
President's order, aucl of the recommendation of this office upon which it was baseu,
aml directed to communica.te th.e facts in the case to the agent in charge of the Fond
du Lac Heservation, with direction~'! to inform the Indians ~tccordingly (see
Exhibit D).
.
In reply to tlle foregoing, on January 7, 1860, the said superintenuent transmitted
to tliis office a report elated December 4, 1859, from the agent of the Fond du Lacs,
submitting a diagram of a proposed extension of the son thern uoundary of the Fond
duLac Reservation, which would embrace the settlements and improvements of the
Indians in the vicinity of Perch Lake, togetl1er with a report, dated November 30,
1859, from the surveyor (S. A. Forbes) who explored the country under direction of
the agent and located the said lake and Indian settlements. (See Exhibit E, with
diagram.)
On August 7, 1860, the Commissioner Qf Indian Affairs acknowledged the receipt
of the superintendent's letter and accompanying papers and diagrams, ar1d appro1•ed
the p1'oposed extension of the reservation south, and at the same time directed the superintendent to instruct the agent in charge of the Fond du Lac Reservation "to t~tke
measures at his earliest convenience to establish the exterior· lines of the same, and when
completed * * * to report to this office a description of said exterior lines to the
end that the sante may be incorporated in a1'ticles of agr·eement, which will be fonuariled, to
be concluded with the Fond dn f-ac band with the view of 11ecnring to them the lar1d ernbr·acing their imp1·ovements in lieu of that clesignated in the treC£fy." (See Exhibit F.)
It should be observe<.l that the proposell aujustment of the boundaries of the reservation, to which this office gaYe its approval, not only extended the reservation south
to include the Indian settlement at Perch Lake, but it also cut off a very considerable
strip from the reservation ou tbe west theretofore included and embracetl in the
original survey of the reservation made by Bradshaw in 1858.
It retained, however, a little iu excess or 100,000 acres for the use of the India us.
On December 29, 1860, Superiuteudent Cullen transmitted to this office a letter from
Agent Drew, in charge of the Fond dn Lac Reservation, inclosing the plats ttnd field
notes of a survey made under his direction, by S. A . .Forbes, surveyor, of the exterior
lines of the motlified reservation, as contemplated inthe instructions given by this
office to Superintendent Cullen, August 7, 1860, above referred to; also the report of
the surveyor thereon (Exhibit G).
The boundaries of the reservation as thus surveyed embraced an area of 100,121.22,
as appears from the diagram thereof and from Superintendent Cullen's report.
On September 11,1861, this office transmitted to the Ge_n eral Land Office the diagram and field notes of said survey as the final survey of the Tesen:ation, with the
statement that no reason was known why the lands outsirle of said reservation should
ue longer withheld from private entry (Exhibit H), and thereupon it appears that
the General Land Office transmitted copies of the same to the surveyor-general of
Minnesota with directious to lay the reservation on the O.iagrams of .Minnesota to
accompany his next annual report, as well as upon the original map of Minnesota
(Exhibit I).
.
And later, on September 18, 1861, the register and receiver at Portland, l\finn.,
were instructed to note upon the tract and plat books of their office, upon such portions of the townships as were withdrawn. by the Executiv~ order of December 21,
1858, as were not included in the modified reservation (as surveyetl by S. A. Forbes),
the worus "releasecl from withdrawal," and they were further advised that those
portions of the said withdrawn townships as were not embraced in the modified reservation would be liable to preemption settlement from and after the date of the
receipt by them of the diagram of the survey made by Mr. Forbes (Exhibit K).
I have been unable to find from the records of this office that anything was ever
done looking to an agreement with the Fond du Lac band of Indians for "securing
to them the land emuracing their improvements in lien of that designated in the
treaty," which, as we have seen, was the declared purpose of the office in uirecting
the reestablishment of the boundary lines, as indicated by the Forbes survey.
The following extract from a report to this office, dated February 1, 1872 (twelve
years after the final survey was made), from the agent of the Lake Superior Indian
Agency, is given for the information it contains:
"The first survey of the reservatian was unsatisfactory to the Indians, who contended that the boundaries did not embrace the particular lands they intended to
reserve and, at their instance, a new survey was made in 1858 (1~60f), which proved
Aatisfactory to them and was and has until recently been recognized by all concerned,
including the different departments of the General Government. Recently, however,
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, whose line crosses the reservation, as at
present located, has disputed the legality of the last survey and refused to pay for
the right of way across the reservation until after further investigations and
surveys."
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Also the following from a report by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Secretary of the Interior, dated February 14, 1872:
"The reservation for the Fond du Lac bancl contains about 100,000 acres, and is
located in the northeastern part <Jf Minnesota.
"As originally surveyed this reservation did not include within its limits some
lands claimed by the Indians, and at their request a second survey of it was made.
This was acceptable to them and was recognized by the Government."
As a matter of history connected with the case it wouhl be proper to state that
Congrest:J, by act approved May 29, 187:J (17 Stats., 190), authorized the Secretary of
the Interior, with the consent and C01WIW1"ence of the Indians, to remove the Fond duLac
and certain other bands of Chippewas from their respectiYe reservations and locate
them on the Bad River or La Pointe Reservation, in Wisconsin, and to appraise and
sell their abandoned reservations.
The Fond duLac band gave their consent thereto on the 18th of November, 1872,
and appraisers were appointed to appraise their lands, but the subsequent dissatisfaction of the hand was such that the appraisement was discontinued and the Indians
were not removed.
Reference is ma<le in the Senate resolution calling for this report to Ex. Doc. No.
247, page 24, Fifty-first Congress, first session.
The paper to which reference is therein made is the report of the commission which
recently negotiated agreements with the Chippewas in Minnesota, including the Fond
dn Lac baud, under authority of the act of January 14, 1889 (25 Stats., 642).
The commissioners, after describing the boundaries of the Fond du Lac :Reservation, as defined. by tbe treaty of September 30, 1854, observe:
"\Vhoever was sent to make a survey of this reservation followed the last clause
of the article, and hy his survey limited the area to 92,346 acres, the north end of his
survey line on the west not reaching within 12 miles of the mout.h of the Savannah
River, thus defrauding these Indians of over 100,000 acres, which lands were put into
the market and long ago disposed of by the United States; and for over a quarter of
a century this injustice bas been permitted to exist, a festering and tleep-seated cause
of complaint against the Government. The Indians at the time of the making of the
treaty hrul the houn<lary lines definitely fixed by natural lines to them unmistakable.
They knew no more about acres than they did of the mariner's compass.
"\Ve had no hesitation in promising that the Government would speedily remedy
this grave error."
The commissioners are grievously misLaken in their information. The Fond du
Lac Reservation, as at present existing. contains 100,121 acres, instead of 92,346 acres,
as stated by them. The figures they give represent only the unallotted lands, in
addition to which there are 7,775 acres allotted in severalty to the Inclians. Therefore the statement that the survey (of 1860) "limited the area to 92,346 acres" is
incorrect, as it actually embraced100,121 acres, as before stated.
It appears, then, to briefly sum up the matter:
(1) That the exterior boundaries of the Fond duLac :Reservation were surveyed
in 1858, m1der direction of the General Land Office (the Br:Mlsbaw survey).
(2) 1'b<tt the boundaries established by such suney, although conforming to the
description given in the treaty, were not satisfactory to the Indians, for the reason
that their principal settlements and. most valuable improvements, situated in the
vicinity of Perch Lake, were not embraced in the reservation.
(3) That the President, in order to protect tue interests of the Indians and secure
to them their improved settlements, added a strip of country on the south to include
said settlements.
(4) That the Indian Office subsequently (in 1860) caused a survey of the reservation to be made (the Forbes survey) with a view to establishing new boundaties
which should include the Indian settlements at Perch Lake and at the same time
rednce the reservation on the west so that the total area of the same should be about
100,000 acres.
(5) That upon the completion of s :tid survey the Indian Office. notified the General Land Office that there was no reason known why the lands outside of the
boundarie~:~ established by the Forbes survey should be longer withheld from private
entry.
(6) That thereupon all of the lands embraced in the original (Bu<lshaw) snney
of 1858, or covered by the order of the President of Decemher 21, 1861, adding
certain townships on the south, lying outshle of the moditied reservation, as established and defined by the Forhes survey, were restored to the public <lomain and
opened to white settlement.
(7) That the reservation, as established and define•l hy the Forbes survey of 1860,
has been recognized ever since said sun·ey was made as the proper treaty reservation of said Indians, and it further appears t.bat the resen·ation as thus defined was
very acceptable to the Indians at the time the survey was made, and I have been
unable to discover from the records and tilet:J of this office anything to show that the
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segre~ation of the western portion of the reservation b.v the survey of 1860, in lieu
of which Yaluable l:tnfls were addeu on the south, has lwen "a festering deep-seated
cause of complaint against the Government,'' or that any dissatisfaction on the part
of the Indians on that aeconnt has ever hct>n repot"tl'd to this office.
I return the Senate resolution and inclose a copy of this report.
Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
R. V. BELT, Acting Connnissionm•
The SECRETA.RY OF THE I~TElUOR.

ExnunT A.
GJ<:NEUAL LA~"D OFFICE, .Not'('lltbm· - , 1858.
SIR: I herewith transmit to yon a copy of the plat and fielcl notes of the snrvey of
the Fond duLac Indian Reservation, which bas been surveyed nuder the direction of
the snn'eyor-general of Minnesota, in conformity with the fourth clause of the second
article of the treaty with the Chippewas of Lake Superior, dated September 30, 1854
(Statutes at Large, volnrue 10, page 1110), and agreeably to the armngement made
between this and your office for the survey of the same, as will appear iu a communication to us datetl April 21, 1856.
The reservation contains 125,29-! acres, :11Hl the expenses of the suney amonnting
to $2,J22.fl8, "·ill he paid ont of t.he appropriatiou of $100,000, per act of 3d l\larch,
1857, "for surYeying the public lands,'' etc.
I would call your attention to the fact that the lines of this survey do not embrace
the principal settlements of the India,ns, which, with their improvements, are located
at "Perch Lake" and its Yicinity, which lake is some 3 or J miles sonth of the southern boundary of the reservation, as established by this surYey. The deputy snrYeyor
reports theindia,ns as being much dissatisfied with the location of said sunth bouudary
line, as will appear from the accompanying copy of the report made by him to the
surveyor-general of :Minnesota.
I am, Yery respectfully, your ohedient servant,
THO~. A. HEXDRICKS, Commissioner.

Hon. J. \V. DENVER,
Conunissioner of Indian .d.ffiairs.

ST. PAUL, MINX., October 16, 1858.
Srn: Agreeably to instructions receiYed from you elated 2tl to 29t,h April, 1858, I
starte1l lst .Tune, 1858, from Superior, \Vis , to survey the exterior hounllar.v lines of
the Chippewa Indian Reservation, situated on the St. Louis RiYer, l\linu., and went
thence as near as possible to the source of the east branch of the Snake River, distant from Superior aiJout 80 miles; then sending part of the party hack to Pond clu
Lac for provisions, some 70 miles, I took two men and what provisions they conld
carry and followed dow·n a stream on which we had camped to the first known point
on Snake Uiver, which proved to be" Cheywatawna," distant about 100 miles. I then
found that we bad in the first place camped about 2-1- miles west of the true source
of the river. lJroceeding immediately back to camp, I started a line in tl~e middle of
a largt> open tamarack swamp, about 2 miles in diameter, same bein,(!,· the true source
of the ea~t hranch of the Snake River, and run thence for the Savannah Ri,·er, north
11° east. Having reached the same, anrl haYing on hand just enongh provisions for
the purpose, I immediately ntn and established the westerly boundary of the reserYa• tion, length a little oYer 13 miles; thence proceeding hack to the month of the Savannah River, ran the meander of the right bank of the St. Louis River down-stream to
a point opposite the center of :m islaud mentioned in the treaty of Septem her 30, 11-l5J,
and called therein "pawpaw" "i::\n mimi ty." As the treaty does not desigllate any
particular point or end of said. island I lleemed it right to t~tke a poiut, opposite the
center thereof, particularly as said honutlary lines would then include part of the
clearint?s of the Iucliaus, on which thf'y then had good standing crops, as well as blacksmith snops and houses which they had there built, and ran thence west ana intersected westerly boundary line.
I wish to call your a-ttention tu some of the difficulties under which this survey
was made, viz, the vague and indefinite nature and length of the boundary lines,
as designated by treaty, the country being a perfect wilderness without eYen Indian
trails as a means of transit, being mostly tamarack and cedar swamps, rendering the
operation of running the lines exceedingly difficult and tedious, heiug obliged to use
"Burt's solar compass" on the surYey; the uncommonly large amount of rain~r and
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cloudy wea.ther (as sho,vn by journal ac<'ompauying notes) caused tnnch lost time
and was the principal reason of the survey being protracted through so long a peri.od
at so great expense; the natnre of the country rendered the obtaining of provisions
for the party laborious, as well as expensive, all provisions having to be pncked by
the men at times f1·oru 12 to 70 miles, and as a pack of 50 pounJs carried 12 miles
through that country, not on line or trails l1 good day's work for a good pack man, the
difficulty of supplying the party can be at once seen.
I think it may not be inappropriate to mention some items of information obtained
while making said survey. There are in this section of country three places at which
the In(li:ms have made clearings and improvements, to wit, one near Knife Portage,
and which the south boundary line in part embraces; there they have a blacksmith
shop, houses, and quite an extent of land cleared and nuder cultivation, though said
cleal'ing is mostly on an islall(l referred to by above-named treaty; another small
clearing is at "Pine Hapids.''
The far more important one to them is, how·ever, at "Perch Lake," situated in the
southeast corner of township 4:9. range 19 west, a lake something over a mile across.
There they have some log bonRes antl quite an extent of land cleared and under cultivation. This is the only point ju this section of cotmtry to my knowledge wltere
the Indians, if so disposed, could maintain themsel,·es the year round. At this lake
the Indians obtain in abnnda:nce field-rice and fish; in its neighborl1ood they h:tve
good hnnting, and on tl1e banks good sugar bushes-advantages which, in my opinion,
they can not obtain at any point within the boundary lines of their n~servation. Said
lake is .J. miles south of the bonndary of the reservation, and the Indians are very
much dissatisfied with the location of said south honndary line; that it is not far
enongh south, and that the treaty of September 30, 1854-, secured to them Perch Lake,
anrl objecting to be moved fi·om the same.
The land forming the reservation is mostly third rate and swampy, with tamarack
and cedar timber, what gootlland there is being, as is generally the case throughout
this section of count.ry, composed of small islands, as it were, surrounded with
swalllp or narrow ridges, and I think the country too e\·en to admit of thorough
drainage of the swamps, if from their nature it eYer becomes desirable.
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
PETER E. BRADSHAW, Deputy Suneyor.
CHA.RI,E.S S. EMERSONr Esq.,
Sun;eyor-Generccl, St. Paul, Minn.
EXHIBIT

B.

DEPART:\IENT OF THE Il\TERIOR, OJ<'FICE OF IxnrAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, Nooember 16, 1858.
Sm: I have receiYed a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office of
the lOth instant inclosing· a copy of the plat and field notes of the snrvey of the
exterior boundary of the Fond dn Lac Reservation, made in conforlllity with the provisions of the fonrth clause of the second article of the Chippewa treaty of September 30, 185!, together with a cop~- of a communication from Peter E. Bradshaw, deputy surveyor, addressed to 1he surveyor general of :M innesota.
Mr. Braclshaw represents that the boundary of said reserve does not iiiClnde the
principal settlement of the Indians, which with their illlprovements are lof'ated at
"Perch Lake" and its vicinity, which lake is some 3 or 4 miles south of the southern
boundary of the reservation, as establishetl by said suryey.
The deputy surveyor states that the Indians are very much dissatisfied with the
location of said boundary line and the~T claim that the treaty secured to them Perch
Lake.
I am fully satisfied that it was the unuerstantling of the respective parties who
negotiated the treaty that tbe southern boundary line, as tht'rein flescribed, shoulcl
have embraced the Indian settlements at Perch Lake, and in consideration of the
fact that an error lias oecurre<l in the description of the line in (]HeRtion, which, if
not correctl'd, wonl<l compel the Indians to abandon the oul~· settlement perhaps where
they can acquire a subsistence, I would respectfully recommend that with your concurrence the subject he laid before the PrcAident, with a view to snch action as may
be necessary to withdraw from preemption and sale so much of the public lands in
the Yiciuity of Perch Lake as may be required to proteet the interests of the Indians
and secure to them their impro\-ed settlements, in order that appropriate steps may
be taken, with the approbation of the Executive, to settle existing ditlicnlties pertaining to said boundary subseqnent negotiations looking to a change of the lines of
the present reserve.
The estimated area of the reservation embraces 125,294 acres, being about 25,000
acres more than was contemplated by the ~:~tipulations of the treaty, and therefore I
would suggest that the Government, as well as the Indians, would be benefited by
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extending the southern boundary so as to include the Indian settlements, and by
reducing the aggregate area, in order that the reserve may embrace, as nearly as possible, 100,000 acres.
Very respectfully, your obedien~ servant,
J. W. DENVER, Commissioner.
Hon. J. THOMPSON,
Secretary of the lntm·ior.
EXHIBIT C.
GE:NERAL LAND OFFICE, Decembe1· 20, 1858.
SIR: Tho letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs of the 16th November last,
addressed to you in relation to the survey of the exterior boundaries of Fond duLac
Reservation, made in conformity with the provisions of the fourth clause of the
second article of the Chippewa treaty of September 30, 1854, recommending to withdraw from preemption and sale so much of the public lands in the vicinity of Perch
Lake as may be required to protect the interests of the Indians and secure them the
improved settlements, with a, view to settle the existing difficulties pertaining to
said boundary by subsequent negotiatiou, looking to a change of the lines of the
present reserve, and also your indorsement on back of said letter calling on this office
for a report and sketch of the specific tracts which it is desired shall be withheld
from preemption and sale, is received.
In compliance with your request I herewith inclose the sketch called for by you,
which will be found to embrace the following townships: Township 48 north, ranges
17, 18, and 19 west; township 49 north, range 16 west-west of St. Louis River; and
township 49 north, ranges 17, 18, and 19 west of the fourth principal meridian.
The letter addressed to yon is herewith returned.
I have the honor to be, respectfully, your obedient servant,
THos. A. HENDRICKS, Commissioner.
Hon. J. TH0~1PSON,
Sem·etm·y of the Inte1·io1·.
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, Decernbe1· 20, 1858.
Thomas A. Hendricks, Commissioner, recommends that townships 48 north, ranges
17, 18, and 19, west; 49 north, range 16 west of St. Louis River, and 49 north, mnges
17, 18, and 19 west of the fourth principal meridian in Minnesota, be withdrawn by
the Government from preemption and sale for the purposes within specified.
It is recommende(l that the tracts herein specified be withheld from preemption
and sale for the purposes specified in the letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
dated November 16, 1858, herewith.
J. THOMPSON, Sec1·etary of Interior.
Let the tracts specified be withdrawn as requested by the Secretary of the Interior.
JAMES BUCHANAN.
DECEMBER 21, 1858.
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Decembm· 2.~, 1858.
Sm: Your report of the 16 ultimo in regard to certain difficulties respecting the
southern boundaries of the Fond du Lac Reservation was received and laid before
the President, with a recommendation that so runch land south of the boundary line
as would be required to carry out the suggestion of the report be withdrawn from
preemption and sale. This recommendation was approved by the President yesterday, and I have this clay issued instructions accordingly to the Commissioner of the
General Land Office. The map which accompanied your report is herewith returned.
Very respectfully, yonr obedient servant,
J. THO:\IPSON, Sect·etm·y.
• Hon. J. W. DENVER,
Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
EXHIBIT D.
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, Decembe1· 29, 1858.
W. J. CULLEN, Esq.,
Szl-perintendent, etc., St. Paul, Minn.:
SIR: I transmit herewith a copy of a report from this office, made to the Secretary
of the Interior on the 16th ultimo, as to the difficulties respecting the southern boundary of the "Fond du Lac Reservation."
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From the inclosed copy of the Secretary's letter to this office, dated the 22d instant,
you will perceive that the President has approved the recommendation of the Department, that so much of the laud south of the boundary line as will embrace the settlemEmt and principal improvements of the Indians in the vicinity of Perch Lake be
withheld from preemption and sale, with a view to secure to them the possession of
the land referred to.
A copy of a letter on the subject from the Commissioner of the General Land Office
dated the lOth ultimo, together with a copy of the diagram and report of the deputy
surveyor therein referred to, are also herewith transmitted.
You will communicate to Agent Drew the facts of the case and direct him to inform
the Indians accordingly.
v~ry respectfully, your obedient servant,
J. \V. DENVER, Conwdssione1·.

EXHIBIT E.
OFFICE OF THE NORTHERN SUPERINTENDENCY,

St. Paul, Janua1·y 7, 1860.
SIR: Herewith I transmit the report of Agent Drew in regard to the southern
boundary line of the reservation for the Fond du Lac baml of the Chippewa Indians,
made in accordance with the instructions of Hon. J. 'vV. Denver, Commissioner Indian
Affairs, under date of the 29th December, 1858.
B~T the report of Agent Drew, the reservation will embrace, as near as practicable,
the area of 100,000 acres, and the line recommended to be adopted, as set forth on
the accompanying diagram, will be highly satisfactory to the Indians and embrace
the Perch Lakes, as contemplated by the Commissioner in the letter before referred to.
Respectfully, your obedient servant,
vV. J. CULLEN,
!Supe1'intendent Indian .:lJJ'airs.
Hon. A. B. GREENWOOD,
Commissione1' of Indian .Affail·s, W aRkington, D. C.

CHIPPEWA AGENCY OF LAKE SUPERIOR,

Supm·io1', Wis., Decernbe1· 4, 18b9.
SIR: On the 15th of .January last I had the honor to receive from your office, under
date of December 29, the copy of a report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to
the Secretar~T of the Interior, touching the settlement of the southern boundary of
the Fond du Lac Reserve, and it is recommendeti in that report that "so much of the
public lauds iu the vicinity of Perch Lake as may be req_ uired to protect the interests
of the Indians and secure to them their improved settlements be withdrawn from
preemption and sale." In order to settle existing difficulties pertaining to said
boundary by subsequent negotiations looking to a, change in the lines of the present
boundary, the Commissioner suggests ·• that the Government, as well as the Indians,
would be benefited by extending the southern boundary so as to include the Indian
settlement (Perch Lake) and by reducing the aggregate area, in order that the reserve
may etn brace as nearly as possible lOO,OUO acres, the quantity stipulated in the treaty
30th September, 1854.
These facts were communicated to me from your office and you directeu that I
inform the Indians of the decision of the Department and assure them that the lakes
and settlements which they claimeu should. be embraced in their re,..erve. Your
instructions were communicated to the Fond dn Lac chiefs in council, at which they
were very much gratified. At the same council these chiefs req nested that their smith
sbould be located on the southeast corner of their reserve, opposite two beautiful
islands in the St. Louis River, which they bad cnltivated as gardens. This was done
and improvements commenced. A farm laborer was sent to them with cattle. Houses
for the chiefs have been built a,ncl occupied, clearing of the land bas commenced in
earnest, and the Inuians themselves labor with a zeal and industry which affords
much encouragement in view of future operations. The payment of their annuities
on the reserve has greatly increased the confiuence and good feeling of these bands.
The employees engaged among them are all men of sober habits and earnest iu their
efforts to benefit the Indians.
At tile rer1uest of the chiefs and head-men, that portion of their reserve which they
have selected for their village, and where three of the chiefs reside, bas been surveyed
and laid out in ·4-acre lots, divided by streets 66 feet wide. A square suitable. for
Government buildings has been reserved, viz, warehouse, school-house, house for the
blacksmith and a good shop for his use, which, by your verbal direction, I promised
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the chiefs wol1l<l be erected soon. Mr. l?orbes, the surveyor, was also directed by
me, in view of your instructions last winter and in accordance with the report of the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to ascertain the exact location of PeFch Lake, and to
what extent the present lines should be changed in order to embrace it and to give the
India,ns 100,000acres, as stipulated in the treaty. That dutyMr.Forbes has performed
and his report, with the diagrams which I hereby transmit, will afford a proper understanding of the matter.
A line running from the sontheast corner of the reservation south 5 miles and 5
chains, thence west 12 miles and 60 chains, thence north 5 miles and 5 chains to the
present boundary, thence north to the St. Louis River, will include an area of
100,000 acres, as near as it can be calculated without the fieM notes of the meanders
of the river.
In view of all the circumstances connected with this matter and the necessity that
exists for a final settlement of the same, I take the liberty to earnestly recommend
that if the diagram herewith sent be approved by the Department, that instructions
be issued for the establishment of a new southern boundary to the reserve on the
St. Louis. This will put an end to the fears and suspicions of the Indians anll also
their incessant applications for a fulfillment of their treaty with the Government in
1854 in relation to this boundary matter.
Respectfully submitted.
C. K. DREW, India11 Agent, Lake Superio1·.
W. J. CULLEN, Esq.,
Superintendent Indian A.ffairs, St. Paul.

SuPERIOR, \Vrs., Nol'ember 30, 18.59.
SIR: According to your directions, I proceeded with five assistants to the Fond du
Lac Inclian Reservation for the purpose of subdividing that portion of the southeast
corner of the reservation occupied by the Government employees and being the headquarters of the baud.
In compliance with the wishes of the Indians we commenced at the mouth of Ridley Creek where it empties into the St. Loni'! River and run west 7.32 chains; thence
south to the south boundary of the reservation.
The area included by these lines and the river is 188 acres, which we subdivided,
according to the wishes of the Indians, into square lots of 4 acres each, allowing
the fractional lots to fall in the north end and along the river (see accompanying
diagram).
The land is gently rolling, with a first-rate sandy loam soil, and well adapted to
cultivation.
The timber, in the order in which it predominates, is white birch (large growth),
white pine (good quality), sugar tree, allll fir undergrowth, hazel brush, sugar, and
fir.
Ridley Creek, running through the north west corner of the tract, is a handsome
strearn of water, about 25 feet wide and 1 foot deep, with a rocky bed, rapid current,
and sloping banks on each side rising to the height of 15 to 25 feet.
About 30 rods from the mouth of the creek is an elegant mill seat, and the stream
affords sufficient wa,ter to drive an ordinary saw or gristmill the year round.
The fractional lot marked A (see accompanying diagram) contains 4! acres, which
the Indians are desirous to set apart as the site for the Government warehouse, schoolhouse, and the various public buildings.
There are three comfortable dwelling houses occupied by the Government employees
and thP Indian chiefs.
The Indians have made considerable clearings themselves, through your influence
and under your direction, and it is particularly gratifying to witness the interest
taken by the Government employees in everything that tends to the welfa.re of the
tribe, and if the work goes on in the future, guided by the same zeal and good judgment that has directed it in the past, it will not be long before the Indians of the
band will be comfortably located in homes of their own a,ml be sufficiently instructed
to provide for and t.ake care of themselves.
In addition to the above work, ancl in accordance ·with your direction, we went
south and west in order to ascertain the location of Perch Lake. vVe found that the
south side of the lake is 4-t miles south from the south boundary of the reservation.
The acco111panying diagnLm will show the relative position of the lake to the present bouwlaries of the•reservatiou, aml also the proposed change::; in order to include
the lake, which may be described as follows:
To start at the present southeast corner of the re;::servation antl run south 5 miles
and 5 chains, thence west 12 miles and 60 chains, thence north 5 miles· and 5 chains to
the present south boundary of the reservation, which will include an area of 41,280
acres, thence still north to the St. Louis River, thence down the river to the place
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of beginning, which will give, as near as can be esi:imated without the :field notes of
the meanders of the river, an additional area of 58,000 acres; and taken together,
will give a trifle over 100,000 acres, the amount stipulated in the treaty of September,
1854.
The true result will doubtless vary from these :figures, but I think they approximate
near enough to base operations upon.
Respectfully, yours,
8. A. FORBES, Sm·'vey01·.
C. K. DREW, Esq.,
Indian Ar;ent, Superi01·, Wis.

EXHIBIT

F.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 0Fl!'ICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, Angust 7, 1860.
SIR: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 7th of January last,
transmitting the report of Agent Drew, respecting the wuthern boundary line of
the reserve for the Fond du Lac band of Chippewas, made in accordance with the
instructions of this office of the 29th of December last.
In reply, I ha,·e to state t.hat the extension of the southern boundary line of said
reserve, SQ as to include the country in and around Perch Lake, as marked and indicated by the red lines on the diagram which accompanie<l Agent Drew's letter, is
approyed; a01l yon are therefore directed to instruct him to take measures at his
earliest convenience to establish the exterior lines of the same; and when completed
yon will direct him to report to this office a description of said exterior lines, to the
end that the same may be incorporated in articles of agreement which will he forwarded, to be concluded with the Fond duLac band with the view of securing to them
the land embracing their improvements in lieu of that designatell in the treaty.
Very respectfully,
A. B. GREENWOOD, Commissioner.
W .M . J. CULLEN, Esq.,
Superi11tendent, etc., St. Pal~l, Minn.

EXHIBIT

G.

OFFICE OF THE NORTHERN SUPERINTENDENT,

St. Paul, Decernbe1· 29, 1860.
SIR: By direction of Sup<'rhltendent Cullen, now absent, I herewith forward the
accompanying letter of Agent Drew, inclosing the fielll not•~s and maps of the survey
of the boundary lines of the reserve on the St. Louis River anll the report of the
surveyor. By the establishment of the lim~s of this reserve, as by the report and
papers herewith accompanying it, covers an area of 100,121.22 acres.
Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
vV. R. BOWES, Clerk to Superintende11t.
Hon. A. B. GREE:\'WOOD,
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington City.

ST. PAUL, Decembe.1·12, 1860.
SIR: In accordance with instructions from your office, I have caused to be surveyed
the Indian reserve on the St. Louis RiYer. The :field notes, diagrams, and report of
the surveyor are herewith transmitted.
The reserve now embraces the lakes and improvements desired by the Indians and
the area has been reduced to the number of acres required Ly the treaty of 30th
September, 1854. The settlers in township 48 express great satisfaction that the
boundary of the reserve has been established, leaving them in possession of their
preemptions.
The report of Mr. Fo:rbes will furnish any adllitional information required by the
Department.
Respectfully, your obedient servant,
C. K. DREW, Inclicm Agent.
Hon. W. J. CULLEN,
Superintendent Indian Affairs.
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BAYFIELD, Novembm· 29, 1860.
SIR: According to a letter of instructions received from your office dated '' Offi~e of
the Lake Superior Agency, Red Cliff, September 16, 1860," in which I was instruete<l
to "at once repair to the St. Louis Reservation on the St. Louis River in Minnesota
-and proceed without delay to establish the southern boundary of that reserve," I
started on the 27th of September, 1860, with a party of five assistants and arrived on
the 3d of October at the place designated in your letter as the starting point of the
survey, to wit, "the southeastern corner of said reserve."
Accompanying this you will find the field notes and triplicate diagrams of the
survey, together with a description of each mile of line which forms the boundary
<>f the reserve; also a general description of the country along the St. Louis River.
I will say in this connection that the changes in the boundaries of the reserve
have included some of the finest agricultural land in the country.
The land around Perch Lake is dark sandy loam, easily cultivated, and very productive.
·
The timber, in the order in which it predominates, is sugar tree, birch, lynn, fir,
and oak.
Wild rice is gathered in large quantities from this lake, and is found in nearly all
<>f the many lakes with which the Perch Lake section of country aboumk
The Indians have several very handsome clearings around Perch Lake and the
others, all of which improvements are now within the reservation.
It was gratifying to us to witness the pleasure with which tbe .Indians received the
intelligence that their farms and rice fields had at last been secured to them, and that
they might now go on and cultivate their lands and garner their rice without the fear
of being molested or driven away by the white man. The beneficial effects of the
plans and improvements which your policy has suggested. and carried out at the
agency on that reserve have extended. far beyond the limits and out of sight of the
hous~s you have built and the fields you have cleared there.
The influence is felt
and exerted in other localities by creating a spirit of emulation to keep pace with
their neighbors, and now that they feel secure in their homes their energy will be
received. with more gratifying results.
A large portion of that part of the old reserYation which has been left out by the
change is swampy and unfit for cultivation, while most of the new territory included
is high, rolling, arable land.
Very respectfully, yours,
S. A. FORBES.
C. K. DREW,
Indian Agent, Bayfield,- Wis.

EXHIBIT H.
DEPARTMENT

THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
·
Washington, September 11, 1861.
Sm: Your communication of July 18, relative to the withdrawal of certain lands
with a view to a change in the bounds of the Fond <lu Lac Reservation upon the
application of this office to the Secretary of the Interior, dated 16th November, 1858,
and requesting a diagram and the field notes of said reservation as finally surveyed,
with a view to the decision of the preemption claim of Chester Williams to lots 1, 3,
4, 5, and 6, in township 48 north, range 17 west, has been received.
I herewith transmit a copy of said diagram and field notes, as requested, showing
the bounds of said reservation, as finally established, and have to state that I know
<>f no reason why the lands outside said reservation should be longer withheld from
private entry.
Very respectfully, your obedient serYant,
CHARLES E. Mix, .Acting Con~missioner.
Hon. J. M. EDMUNDS,
Commissioner of General Land O.tfice.
01<'

EXHIBIT I.
DEPARTMENT OF THE lNTimiOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., September 14, 1861.
SIR: I herewith transmit you a copy of the diagram and field notes of the survey
<>f the .Fond du Lac Reservation, on the St. Louis River, as finally surveyed under
instructions from the Indian Office, together with a copy of the letter from Charles
E. Mix, Acting Commissioner, accompanying the same.
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. You a.re directed to lay this reservation down on the diagrams of Minnesota, which
will accompany yonr forthcoming annual report, as well as upon the original map of
Minnesota, remaining in yonr office. Yon will also represent the reservation on the
township plats of township 48 north, ranges 17 and 18 west, and transmit. certified
copies to this office, and the proper register and receiver, in order that the reservation may be respectell.
Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
J. M. EDMUNDS, Cornmissiouer.
\V. D. \VASHBURN, Esq.,
Sun:eyoi'-Generctl, St. Panl, .Jiinn.

EXHIBIT K.
DEPART:IIENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., &pternbcr 18, 1861.
GENTLE::-.mN: Under date of December 27, 1858, this office notified you that the
President of the Unitecl States, for the purpose of enabling the Indian Office to modify the boundaries of the Fond duLac Indian ReserYation, by treaty of September 30,
1854, with the Chippewas of Lake Superior, had ordered the withdrawal of the following townships from sale or preemption, and yon were instructed to reserve the
same from sale or other tlisposi tion until fnrther orders, viz:
Township 48 north, ranges 17, 18, and 19 west of the fourth principal meridian;
that part west of the St. Louis River, of township 49 north, range 16 west, and
township 48 north, ranges 17, 18, and 19 west.
I have now to inform yon that on the lith instant we received from the Indian
Office the diagram and field notes of the final survey of the Fond du Lac modified reservation, a copy of which was, on the 14th instant, forwarded to the surveyor-general at St. Paul, Minn. (copy ofletter herewith), with directions to lay down on the
map of Minnesota and on the original township plats in his office, the said final survey, and to furnish you with a certified diagram thereof.
None oftl.e townships which were withdrawn, as aforesaid, have been offered at public sale, and but two of those not wholl,f included in said modified reservation, viz, 48,
north of ranges 17 and 18 west, have been surveyed.
Upon the receipt of the authenticated rliagram representing the modifierl Teservation you will note in the tract and plat books of your office, upon snch portions of the
above townships which were withdrawn in 1858, as are not included in the modified
reservation, the words "released from withdrawal," referring to this let.ter for your
authority.
Those portions of the said withdrawn townships not comprised in the modified reservation will be liable to preemption settlement from and after the date of your
receipt of said diagram.
Inclosed you will find a notice to the public, which you will sign in your official
capacity and cause to be inserted once a week for six successive weeks in the newspaper of the most extensive circulation in the vicinity of those lands, for the publication of which there will be allowed you 75 cents per square for the first insertion
and half that sum for each subsequent insertion.
A copy of the notice should accompany the voucher for the payment of the account,
and a reference should be made thereon to this letter as the authority for yonr action.
Please acknowledge the receipt hereof.
Respectfully,
J. M. EDMUNDS, Conw~issioner.
REGISTER AND RECEIVER,
Portland, Minn.
CHIPPEWA

LA~DS .

The •
public are hereby notified that an authenticated diagram of the modified Fond
du Lac Indian Reservation, made by the fourth clause of the second article of the
treaty of September 30, 1854, with "the Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior and the
Mississippi," was received at this office on the - - day of - - - , 1861, townships 48
and 49, north of ranges 17, 18, and 19, and township 49, north of range 16, west of St.
Louis River, all west of the fourth principal meridian, were withdrawn from "sale
and preemption," by order of the President of the United States, communicated to
this office by the Commi~ioner of the General Land Office December 27, 1858.
All the lands so withdrawn not included in said modified reserv::~.tion, became liable
to preemption settlement from and after said - - day of---, 1861.

0

